Introduction
Countering an oft-heard, alleged distinction between 'theory' and 'practice' is scholarship demonstrating how the distinction typically is a false binary. Applied theory, praxis, and other scholarly hybrids offer important knowledge meant to support and benefit a variety of populations, in and beyond academe. Such scholarship has increasingly been represented by interdisciplinary partnerships.
Nonetheless, such collaborative exercises in applied theory have tended to occur among certain disciplines more than others.
Increasingly, work is being done to address the absences, especially via collaboration between the digital humanities and the social sciences. For instance, HuMetricsHSS, the Humane Metrics Initiative, was established to promote a valuesdriven approach to assessing research method/ology in both the humanities and the social sciences (HumetricsHSS.org, 2017) . The American International Journal of Humanities and Social Science lists one of its primary aims as 'reduc [ing] the gap between research and practice' as they exist in humanities versus social science projects (The American International…, n.d: n.p.). Meanwhile, Bond et al. (2017) , scrutinizing the concept of 'the digital humanities', encourage a mixed methods form of reflective practice by positing that any discipline, including 'interpretive' (e.g., literary studies), can be augmented by methodologies from the social/sciences. Similarly, the collection Cultivating Spheres: Agriculture, Technical Communication, and the Publics is meant to show how certain topics can be understood when positioned at these disciplinary intersections. Specifically, when agricultural topics are debated in public contexts, a social sciences examination of these topics can reveal how best practices in mediated technical agricultural communication constitute the digital humanities in action.
Making Communication Visible
Public policy/decision making is not a new subject of inquiry among the social sciences. Agriculture, big data, and the environment have long been studied across science disciplines as well. Civic participation is gathering increasing steam (and not just as STE[A]M) within contemporary humanities fields, while interdisciplinarity has been encouraged among most scholars in higher education-particularly in the past two decades. Only recently, though, has the manner in which communication acts as a tool for negotiation across these disciplines and topics been subject to study.
That is, communication always has been an assumed component during research investigation and the dissemination of results; but so much so that in some cases its tacit presence and impact have been rendered almost invisible, a seemingly objective 'windowpane' (Miller, 1979) through which information may be viewed. Ultimately, what is apparent across the literature is a shared dedication among the disciplines to communicate phenomena to various audiences; however, the forms of communication themselves also should undergo interrogation. In Cultivating Spheres, a technical communication framework is the common means by which the articles connect issues of methodology, interdisciplinarity, and the digital humanities, each in different ways. That is, each article in this collection privileges either a cross-disciplinary hybridized methodology, digital humanities, or a social sciences topic of inquiry-yet the pieces consistently use technical communication's framework as a linking mechanism to demonstrate how all three of these issues cross paths within agricultural, public scenarios.
Making Technical Communication Visible
The technical communication discipline expects utilitarianism in its research methods, much like that found in the social sciences, and that it be balanced with rhetorical analysis. Other communication fields' research frameworks may not consistently expect this theory-driven pragmatism; technical communication's framework, meanwhile, is well-suited for representing the technical nature of agricultural discourse and performing on-site studies of these topics. 
Interdisciplinarity as Illuminated by a Communication Framework
Cultivating Spheres' use of a technical communication framework to bridge disciplines in examination of crucial public phenomena contributes to the various disciplines represented in the collection. It examines topics of inquiry in the social sciences and digital humanities in a manner distinctive from that in current literature.
Interdisciplinary literature that involves the humanities and focuses on civic participation at times may paint in overly broad strokes, as seen in discussions of how datasets collected from previous studies are being re-used in citizen science Lamberti: Navigating a Tangled Intersection 5 projects (Follett & Strezov, 2015) . Another example is Wändi Bruine de Bruin and Ann Bostrom's (2013) suggestions to 'scientific experts about how to use mental models research … to inform their communication efforts' with public audiences; the suggestions, however, are predicated on the idea that these mental models should generally be applied to communicate just about anything: ' climate change mitigation, vaccinations, genetically modified food, nanotechnology, geoengineering, and so on' (14, 14062).
The rhetorical theory underpinning technical communication and by extension
Cultivating Spheres, meanwhile, demands specificity; there is no one-size-fits-all approach to communication. 
In This Collection
While Cultivating Spheres is driven by a technical communication framework, its pieces' respective foci are inclusive of a wide, interdisciplinary readership. Many of today's students, for instance, fluently participate in burgeoning forms of communication such as social media, but they also would find benefit in sustained examination of communication forms as they comprise social acts, charged with tacit values, with substantial ethical implications. Cultivating Spheres' approach also is meant to offer examples for scholars, instructors, and practitioners dedicated to informed, responsible communication in public situations.
In addition, the collection's exploration of emerging forms of technical communication can assist in the introduction of contemporary themes into a writing Lamberti: Navigating a Tangled Intersection 6 curriculum, as a method of examining documents' impact upon audiences and by implication the responsibilities of the communicator as a public citizen. It also offers significance to current discussions of agricultural issues and concerns, and may act as a historical point of comparison to future titles about these topics. Furthermore, heterogeneous readerships would be attracted to the socio-economic/class commentary so often implicated during debates over the issues in Cultivating Spheres.
Specifically, the collection is comprised of case studies concerning agricultural exigencies as they publicly, discursively evolve, and accordingly feature a range of methodological approaches. Christine Denecker's '"We're Getting So Far away 
